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CONYERS SAYS “TERRORISM RISK PROTECTION ACT” IS JUST ANOTHER

VEHICLE TO ENACT A ONE-SIDED “TORT-REFORM” AGENDA   

Congressman John Conyers, Jr., Ranking Member of the House Judiciary Committee issued the
following statement opposing H.R. 3210, the “Terrorism Risk Protection Act”.

“This legislation was hijacked by the Rules Committee, which turned a bipartisan insurance relief bill
into yet another vehicle to enact a one-sided  “tort reform” agenda.   

First and foremost, this bill totally eliminates punitive damages.  If this passes, Congress would be
saying to the future victims of terrorism that the most outrageous acts of gross negligence or intentional
misconduct that lead to an act of terrorism are totally immune from punitive damages.  Thus, if a baggage
screening firm hires a known terrorist who allows a weapon to slip on board a plane, this bill would protect that
company from liability.

In addition, this bill also federalizes each and every action involving terrorism, throwing more than 200
years of respect for federalism out the window.  Even worse, the liability provisions bear little relationship to the
issue of insurance.  As a matter of fact, they would apply to cases where the negligent party may have no
insurance coverage whatsoever.  The bill even takes away all judicial review relating to the bureaucratic decision
as to whether terrorism caused the injury, an unprecedented and very likely unconstitutional limitation on
victims’ rights. 

If passed, this bill also would limit the ability of the victims of terrorism to collect non-economic
damages.  This says to innocent victims that damages from loss of consortium can be ignored and damages for
victims who lose a limb or are forced to bear excruciating pain for the remainder of their lives are not as
important as lost wages.  Why Congress would want to prevent a grieving wife from obtaining monetary relief is
beyond me, but that is exactly what this bill does.

The bill goes on and on – comprising a veritable wish list of liability limitations.  It mandates collateral
source offsets, forcing victims to choose between seeking money from charities and pursuing a grossly negligent
party in court.  It caps attorneys’ fees without providing any comparable limitation on defendant’s fees. 
Amazingly, the legislation would criminalize the fee cap, subjecting lawyers to jail time.  The bill also eliminates
pre-judgment interest, which takes away any incentive for negligent parties to reach pre-trial settlements.  All of
these harmful provisions are being proposed in the complete absence of hearings or any committee consideration. 

If enacted, the tort provisions would constitute the most radical and one-sided liability limitations ever.”
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